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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. Claims 1-14, 19-20,22-34,39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claims contain subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. Claims 1 and 22 require that none of the modules is able to be removed from 
the cover when the cover is over all of the at least two modules. The cardboard box 14 shown in 
Figure 2 has openings on both sides which allows removal of at least one of the modules. 
Similarly, the shrink wrap cover may provide wrapping only on the top, front, rear and bottom 
surfaces and render the side surfaces open for removal of the module. Hence, the new language 
introduced by applicant is considered new matter is and is not permitted in the specification or 
claims. 

2. Claims 1-14, 19-20,22-34,39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. It is not clear how the cover prevents the module from 
removal while the cover is over the modules as recited in claims 1 and 22. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
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skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,3-4,6-1 1,13-14,20,23-24,26-31,33-34,40 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Casanova (WO 01/98170) in view of Douglas (US 3,743,084) 
and/or Kallgren. Casanova discloses a display package that house batteries. The package has a 
base 34 and first and second faces A pocket is formed on the base. A transparent lid 36 is 
placed over the second face of the base and a card 14 is over the lid. Miller has a non-rotation 
features 76,78 to prevent rotation of the batteries. 

However, Casanova does not disclose a cover or stacking of two or more packages. 
Douglas teaches a carrier-dispenser package for elongated objects or small round objects. The 
purpose of Douglas 6 s invention is to provide a compact package for a maximum number of 
articles to be held in a minimum amount of space. By selectively constructing the compartments 
onto separate sheets and then coupling the sheets forming a single layer of commodities, less 
bulk space is needed. Douglas shows in Figures 1,5 and 6, the various methods of providing 
staggered compartment in overlap form. In figure 1, the module 60 overlaps the module 50. 
Each module has a base layer 51,61 and a lid layer 52,62. For Figure 6, the module 80 overlies 
the module 90. Each module has a base layer 81,91 and a lid layer 82,92. The modules are 
separate units and can be secured by spring, hinge, band wraps, rubber band, etc. The modules 
can be secured together within a cover 10 or a cover 70. The cover comes in a variety of forms 
such as over wrap or shrinkwrap. The modules hence do not permit removal thereof while 
within the cover. Kallgren also teaches a blister pack with a plurality of compartments formed 
by a base and a cover. The blister packs are separated at element 9 and are considered as two 
modules. The modules overlap one another. In view of the teachings, it would have been 
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obvious to an artisan at the time the invention was created to utilize this application to store more 
articles in a compact and secured manner. 

5. Claims 2,12 and 32 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the references applied above with respect to claims 1 and 22, respectively, in paragraph 4, 
further in view of Official Notice. 

With respect to claim 2, more than two modules are conventionally stored within a 
container or cover for shipment purposes. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to store at least two modules in a package to reduce transportation costs. 

With respect to claims 12 and 32, it would have been obvious to provide any desired 
number of pockets such as 5 for each module. In addition, applicant has not pointed to the 
specific effect of having only four or five pockets that would render the combination ineffective. 

6. Claims 1,3-5,10-1 1,13-14,19,20,22-25,30,31,33-34,39,40 are finally rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kumakura et al (US D479,126) in view of Douglas 
(US 3,743,084) and/or Kallgren (US 6,253,920). Kumakura et al. discloses a display package 
that house batteries. The package has a base with first and second faces. As obvious and evident 
from the drawing, the base is the layer with protruding pocket. The side with the pocket is 
considered the first face and the side facing the lid in Figure 5 is the second face. At least one 
pocket is formed on the base. 

Kumakura et al. does not disclose a cover or stacking of two or more packages. 
However, Douglas teaches a carrier-dispenser package for elongated objects or small round 
objects. The purpose of Douglas's invention is to provide a compact package for a maximum 
number of articles to be held in a minimum amount of space. By selectively constructing the 
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compartments onto separate sheets and then coupling the sheets forming a single layer of 
commodities, less bulk space is needed. Douglas shows in Figures 1,5 and 6, the various 
methods of providing staggered compartment in overlap form. In figure 1, the module 60 
overlaps the module 50. Each module has a base layer 5 1 ,61 and a lid layer 52,62. For Figure 
6, the module 80 overlies the module 90. Each module has a base layer 81,91 and a lid layer 
82,92. The modules can be secured together within a cover 10 or a cover 70. The cover comes 
in a variety of forms such as over wrap or shrinkwrap. The modules hence do not permit 
removal thereof while within the cover, separate modules are easily separable upon removal of 
the cover. Kallgren also teaches a blister pack with a plurality of compartments formed by a base 
and a cover. The blister packs are separated at element 9 and are considered as two modules. The 
modules overlap one another. In view of the teachings, it would have been obvious to an artisan 
at the time the invention was created to stagger or overlap the modules to store more articles in a 
compact and secured manner. It would also have been obvious to provide the cover to secure the 
modules together. 

Applicant's assertion that the examiner has not identified any lid or perforations is in 
error. The previous Office Action stated that the lid is covered over the second face of the base. 
This is also shown in Figure 5 of the drawing. With regard to the assertion that the perforations 
are not shown in Kumakura et al., applicant is requested to see Figures 2 and 5 wherein the 
perforations are on both the base and the lid and inbetween the pockets. 

Applicant also stated that Kumakura et al. does not disclose only 4 pockets. As shown in 
the drawing, there are only 4 pockets in the figures. Applicant's various assertions that the 
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examiner has not shown or indicated the claimed feature in the applied reference appears to be 
applicant's preference to ignore what is shown in the drawing. 

7. Claims 2 and 12,32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
references applied above with respect to claims 1 and 22, respectively, in paragraph 6, further in 
view of Official Notice. 

With respect to claim 2, more than two modules are conventionally stored within a 
container or cover for shipment purposes. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to store at least three modules in a package to reduce transportation costs. 

With respect to claims 12 and 32, it would have been obvious to provide any desired 
number of pockets such as 5 for each module. Inasmuchas that is conventionally known, it is 
also a design choice. In addition, applicant has not pointed to the specific effect of having only 
four or five pockets that would render the combination ineffective. 

8. Claims 6-9 and 26-29 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the references applied above with respect to claims 1 and 22, respectively, further in view of 
Casanova (WO 01/98170 A2). Casonova discloses a display package that house batteries. The 
package has a base 34 and first and second faces A pocket is formed on the base. A transparent 
lid 36 is placed over the second face of the base and a card 14 is over the lid. Miller has a non- 
rotation features 76,78 to prevent rotation of the batteries. It would have been obvious in view of 
Casanova to provide non-rotational feature to prevent movement of the batteries. It would also 
have been obvious to provide a card over the lid to strengthen the compartments and to provide 
advertising information. 

Applicant argues that he is not clear how a cardboard layer would strengthen the battery 
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modules. Applicant seems to be uninformed of the fact that a cardboard adding onto another 
package or layer would generally thicken the overall package. The thicker the combined layers, 
the stronger the package. It would take extra strength to tear the package with the cardboard 
layer and therefore protects the package from inadvertent opening. In addition, the additional 
layer has been added to the package for advertisement purpose to attract consumers. 

All other arguments have been considered but are found unpersuasive and moot in view 
of the new rejection. 

9. Claims 21 and 41 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miller (WO 01/98171) in view of Kallgren (US 6,253,920) and Getz et al. (US 5,957,358) and 
Douglas. Miller discloses a display package that house batteries. The package has a base and 
first and second faces A pocket is formed on the base. A lid is placed over the second face of 
the base and a card 14 is over the lid. 

However, Miller does not disclose a cover or stacking of two or more packages. Getz et 
al. discloses a plurality of battery packages within a cover or container. Each four or five 
batteries are considered a module. As shown in Figure 6, the battery in one of the modules is 
situated between the space of two batteries in another module. This is to maximize the volume 
of the container. The two separate modules are easily separable upon removal of the cover. 
Kallgren also teaches a blister pack with a plurality of compartments formed by a base and a 
cover. The blister packs are separated at 9 and are considered as two modules. The modules 
overlap one another. 

Douglas teaches a carrier-dispenser package for elongated objects or small round objects. 
The purpose of Douglas 's invention is to provide a compact package for a maximum number of 
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articles to be held in a minimum amount of space. By selectively constructing the compartments 
onto separate sheets and then coupling the sheets forming a single layer of commodities, less 
bulk space is needed. Douglas shows in Figures 1,5 and 6, the various methods of providing 
staggered compartment in overlap form. In figure 1, the module 60 overlaps the module 50. 
Each module has a base layer 51,61 and a lid layer 52,62. For Figure 6, the module 80 overlies 
the module 90. Each module has a base layer 81,91 and a lid layer 82,92. The modules are 
separate units and can be secured by spring, hinge, band wraps, rubber band, etc. The modules 
can be secured together within a cover 10 or a cover 70. The cover comes in a variety of forms 
such as over wrap or shrinkwrap. The modules hence do not permit removal thereof while 
within the cover. In view of the teachings of the secondary references, it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time the invention was created to utilize this application to store more 
articles in a compact and secured manner. 

10. Claims 21 and 41 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kumakura et al (US D479,126) in view of Kallgren (US 6,253,920) and Getz et al. (US 
5,957,358) and Douglas. Kumakura et al. discloses a display package that house batteries. The 
package has a base and first and second faces At least one pocket is formed on the base. A lid 
is placed over the second face of the base. .Kumakura et al. does not disclose a cover or stacking 
of two or more packages. However, Getz et al. discloses a plurality of battery packages within a 
cover or container. Each four or five batteries are considered a module. As shown in Figure 6, 
the battery in one of the modules is situated between the space of two batteries in another 
module. This is to maximize the volume of the container. The two separate modules are easily 
separable upon removal of the cover. Kallgren also teaches a blister pack with a plurality of 
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compartments formed by a base and a cover. The blister packs are separated at 9 and is 
considered as two modules. The modules overlap one another. It would have been obvious in 
view of Kallgren and Getz et al. to overlap the compartments to maximize the volume within the 
cover 

Douglas teaches a carrier-dispenser package for elongated objects or small round objects. 
The purpose of Douglas 's invention is to provide a compact package for a maximum number of 
articles to be held in a minimum amount of space. By selectively constructing the compartments 
onto separate sheets and then coupling the sheets forming a single layer of commodities, less 
bulk space is needed. Douglas shows in Figures 1,5 and 6, the various methods of providing 
staggered compartment in overlap form. In figure 1, the module 60 overlaps the module 50. 
Each module has a base layer 51,61 and a lid layer 52,62. For Figure 6, the module 80 overlies 
the module 90. Each module has a base layer 81,91 and a lid layer 82,92. The modules are 
separate units and can be secured by spring, hinge, band wraps, rubber band, etc. The modules 
can be secured together within a cover 10 or a cover 70. The cover comes in a variety of forms 
such as over wrap or shrinkwrap. The modules hence do not permit removal thereof while 
within the cover. In view of the teachings of the secondary references, it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time the invention was created to utilize this application to store more 
articles in a compact and secured manner. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grourid(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Telephone inquiries regarding the status of applications or other general questions, by 
persons entitled to the information, should be directed to the group clerical personnel and not to 
the examiners. In as much as the official records and applications are located in the clerical 
section of the examining groups, the clerical personnel can readily provide status information 
without contacting the examiners, M.P.E.P. 203.08. 

If in receiving this Office Action it is apparent to applicant that certain documents are 
missing, e.g., copies of references cited, form PTO-1449, form PTO-892, etc., requests for copies 
of such papers should be directed to Erica Miller at (571) 272-4370. 

For applicant's convenience, the official FAX number is 571-273-8300. This practice 
may be used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which 
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require a fee by applicants who authorize charges to a PTO deposit account. Please identify 
Examiner Luong of Art Unit 3728 at the top of your cover sheet of any correspondence 
submitted. 

Inquiries concerning the merits of the examination should be directed to Shian Luong 
whose telephone number is (571) 272-4557. The examiner can normally be reached on M-H 
from 7:00am to 4:00pm EST. The examiner's supervisor Mickey Yu can be reached at (571) 
272-4562 for urgent matters. 



Primary l^aminer 

STL Shian Luong 

December 14, 2006 Art Unit 3728 



